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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1 -1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite in that it fails to point out what is included or excluded by the claim language. 
Claim 1 recites the limitation "viewing/listening"; it is not clear if the limitation indicate 
viewing only or listening only or viewing and listening. This claim is an omnibus type 
claim. 

Claims 2-10 are rejected as being depending on a rejected claim. 
Claim 7 is not clear and appears to be a literal translation into English from a 
foreign document, Examiner interpret the claim as best understood. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 , 6-8 and 1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fernandez (US Patent 6,590,602) in view of Takashima (JP Publication 07- 
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298162; based on machine translation) and further in view of (Uehara (JP Publication 
09-149333; based on machine translation). 

Regarding claim 1 : Fernandez discloses, a mobile apparatus comprising a 
broadcast receiving function for receiving a television broadcast and a telephone 
communication function for performing a telephone communication ( Col. 1, lines 56-57, 
Col. 2, lines 57-65, Col.2, lines 9-11, 22-27, 57-65 and Col. 3, lines 11-12; the reference 
teaches a digital TV unit that enable receiving a TV programs and having a 
videoconference with multiple parties simultaneously and this DTV can be implement in 
a mobile to enable these features) and enable the video conferencing by selecting the 
participants and activate the video camera and microphone (Col. 4, lines 66-67 through 
Col. 5, lines 1-2), an audio output device (the speaker Fig. 3, el. 32) and that the display 
screen may combine and mix Program display, data, and video conference window 
(Col. 3, lines 42-47) and audio output signal also generated (Col. 3, lines 52-55), also 
Fernandez discloses that the program broadcast is being through channel 6 (Col. 4, 
lines 38-40) and that the conference is through channel 10 (Col. 5, lines 14-16). 

Fernandez does not disclose the audio output device or the audio circuit as 
claimed. 

In similar art of endeavor, Takashima discloses an audio circuit in picture -in- 
picture television receiver, where the audio output device comprising left audio output 
unit and right audio output unit (Pg. 8, lines 20-22) and an audio processing circuit (see 
Fig. 1 ) for outputting the sound of the left screen to the left speaker and the sound of the 
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right screen to the right speakers (Pg. 8, lines 20-23) and that the audio processing 
circuit is able to generate a monaural television audio signal that will be direct to one 
audio output (Pg. 3, lines 3-5). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to modify Fernandez audio system with Takashima 
teaching, in order to enable the user from viewing more than one TV channel and output 
the audio of each channel on a different audio output, so the user can enjoy more than 
one program at the same time and also to have the TV audio outputted from one 
channel in order to use the other output audio channel for other purposes. 

Fernandez in view of Takashima does teach how to deal with the deal with the 
audio traffic upon having a phone communication. 

In similar art of endeavor Uehara discloses a television receiver that enable a 
telephone call which can be made while watching a TV (Paragraph 0006) and that in 
case of telephone communication, the received audio telephone will be outputted on a 
telephone line provided in the TV receiver to enable the user from having a phone 
conversation while watching the TV (Paragraph 0009-0010 and 0021). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to modify Fernandez in view of Takashima system, with 
the teaching of Uehara in order to enable the user to listen to TV and talk to the calling 
party simultaneously, so if the user listening to news broadcast he/she will be able to 
end the phone conversation upon hearing an important event and want to pay a full 
attention to the detail. 
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Regarding claim 6, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 
Uehara discloses, a display device for displaying a television image and a telephone- 
received image and a display control means for displaying both of the television image 
and the telephone- received image on the display device in the case of performing the 
telephone communication at the time of viewing / listening to the television, are provided 
(Fernandez: Fig. 4 and Col. 3, lines 45-56). 

Regarding claim 7, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 
Uehara discloses, the display control means window-displays one of the television 
image and the telephone-received image in a displayed image of the other (Fernandez: 
Fig. 4 and Col. 3, lines 45-56). 

Regarding claim 8, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 
Uehara discloses the display control means divides a display screen into two regions 
and displays the television image in one of the divided display regions and the 
telephone-received image in the other region (Fernandez: Col. 3, lines 43-64). 

Regarding claim 10, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 
Uehara discloses wherein the audio output device is an earphone or a headphone 
(Takashima: Paragraph 0018). 

5. Claims 2-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fernandez (US Patent 6,590,602) in view of Takashima (JP Publication 07-298162; 
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based on machine translation) and further in view of (Uehara (JP Publication 09- 
149333; based on machine translation) and further in view of Eves (WO Publication 
01/97560). 

Regarding claim 2, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 

Uehara discloses, outputting the TV audio and the telephone audio on a different output 
units (see claim 1 explanation) 

Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of Uehara does not disclose 
wherein a setting means for setting which of the audio output units is used for outputting 
the television audio and the telephone-received audio in the case of performing the 
telephone communication at the time of viewing / listening to the television, is provided. 

In similar art of endeavor Eves discloses an audio system that includes first and 
second audio signals and left and right audio output devices. The stereophonic sounds 
made into monaural sounds and under the control of a control unit will send to left audio 
output and that the telephone audio to the right audio output (Pg. 5, lines 1-16). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to modify Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in 
view of Uehara system with Eves teaching, in order to give the user the ability to choose 
the preferred channel to output the telephone audio on. 

Regarding claim 3, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 
Uehara discloses, mean to adjust the voice balance of sound output (Takashima: 
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Paragraph 0018, lines 4-5). 

Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of Uehara does not disclose 
that controlling a ratio of sound volumes of the two audio output units in the case of 
performing the telephone communication at the time of viewing / listening to the 
television, is provided. 

In similar art of endeavor Eves discloses an audio system that includes first and 
second audio signals and left and right audio output devices and a volume adjustment 
is provided when the user receive a phone call and the phone audio traffic is direct to 
the right audio channel and the other audio sounds are directed to the left audio channel 
(Pg. 5, lines 1-16). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to modify Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in 
view of Uehara with Eves teaching in order to give the user the choice to provide the 
higher volume to the audio stream that the user should pay more attention to it. 

Regarding claim 4, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 
Uehara and further in view of Eves discloses, a setting means used by a user for setting 
the sound volume ratio is provided (Eves: Pg. 5, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 5, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 
Uehara and further in view of Eves discloses, wherein the sound volume ratio control 
means controls the sound volume ratio so that the sound volume of the telephone- 
received audio is higher than the sound volume of the television audio (Pg. 5, lines 1 - 
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16; so when there is incoming call a volume adjustment is provided; although the 
references do not expressly teach that adjusting the sound volume to have the 
telephone received audio higher than the TV audio, however it is obvious to do so when 
the user receive a phone call, to lower any other audio streams). 

6. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fernandez (US Patent 6,590,602) in view of Takashima (JP Publication 07-298162; 
based on machine translation) and further in view of (Uehara (JP Publication 09- 
149333; based on machine translation) and further in view of Dimitrova (US Publication 
2002/0140862). 

Regarding claim 9, Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of 
Uehara discloses a display that has multiple screen for display TV program and for the 
telephone image (Fernandez: Fig. 4 and Col. 3, lines 45-55). 

Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in view of Uehara does not 
expressly discloses a setting means used by the user for setting sizes and display 
positions of the television image and the telephone-received image displayed on the 
display device is provided. 

Dimitrova discloses picture-in-picture TV, and the TV receiver has the capability 
to adjust the size and positions of PIP display screen. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to modify Fernandez in view of Takashima and further in 
view of Uehara TV receiver with Dimitrova teaching, in order to provide the user with 
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capability of changing the size and position of the display screens, so the user will have 
the choice to have a big screen for the conferencing and a small screen on the display 
for watching other program or vice versa. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARIA EL-ZOOBI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3434. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8AM-5 
PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on 571-272-7547. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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